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KUtzoan^ 

If youp aubconmittee'a hearings and Report, and particularly the foo'^te on page 
71 of the ^porfe, have had any effsot, it le the redoubling of the non-coopllance efforts 
accurately stated in the footnote. The Civil Division In particular >mM intenaifled Its 
efforts alned at flraatretlng the Act and, as Jfdi records I hove obtained state as its 
intent, "stopping” as and ny writing. 
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SOB30 of the dirty trlofcs It oonoaiTsd sore, t- believe, without taeoedaBrt,* It e^ 

■■ ■>' ' ‘ 
coerced as, through the judge in C.A. 75-1996, to act as its consultant, pEondaitiWto 

pay as, then Igaoted all «y and refused to pay as' azQrthiag at all," The jaige, ■wlw 

has Bads a frlghlXol ness out of that oaae, now rsfuass to act on ny request for payaent 

until the oase is over. *hla is overt blackacdl, because there Is no-ttdng I con do to 

md the oaae sxoept oapltalate to non-oompliaaoe. It is so bad that as yet the Xteoa of 

ay 1975 requests have not bam sssrcbsd and Civil Division loesldes over tWa refusal. 

I*ve daucdit 'ttisB provldiiig phmsy doounants to the Court, n«»*»g uBdndieted ooHxxt> 
eplxetore as affiants, proven their affidavits and other repreaentationa to be false, 
axid noM of It anything* 
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Aa a minor a awnp l e I enclose a renaenl of appeals of today's date. If 1 had referred 

to all pertinent rocorda tiwlr artmt would ba about twloa as great. oourae, all are 
ovellobla if anyena la Interested in aafeguardlng the Act. 

is a new derolopoMit of whioh I want you to ba aware but I amV that you exerclsa 
care to avoid retallatlan a^ilnat ty aouroe, H baa been daoided to ”do a mmbep" m ae. 

I have no details. I mderstand that those who plan this are high-level Civil Olvlalca and 
the FHI, higher than the IDIPA Branoh. Whether or not connected, tide appears to have fol- 
lowed the newest ronend in the old spectio case, the one over which the investigatory filea 
ermption was oaanded in 1974, now CO. 75-226 in the rofilad case. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Welaberg 


